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Chief, Economic Rescarch, OFR 3 Qctober 1958
Chief, Materials Division, ORR

Documentation of ERA Reporte

RRF : Your wemo, same sublect, 25 September 1958

1. After having econsidered the proposal advanced at the recent
Steff Meetinz regarding changes in procedures for documentation and
heving discussed this with the D/M Brench Chiefs, I feel very stromgly
tha%gaimfmthemalwwlﬂmﬁbawmmemtmﬁwm
present procedures should not be sltered.

2, As you note in referemnced memo, the objective of eliminating
or reducing doousentation is to speed up the editing, typing, and
reproduction of reports; presesnt procedures for documentation sre to
be retainedé through the review stsge. This means thet the snalyst
would initislly document es be has been doing all along. After
veviev is completed, he would then be asked elther to eliminate or to
reduce docmentation. The guestion of elimination is discussed below.
1f domumentstion were reduced, then the anslyst would have to spend
edditionsl time prepering & second statement of doeumentstion. More-
over, editing frequently results in the eliminatiom of material and
hence in a change in the original list of sources. It would thus be
necessary for the snalyst to conform his documentztion sc that a
clesn and correct copy of the documentstion can be deposited in
$t/PC. Thus, his work losd would be increassed as compared with the
present. I can see no net saving in time for ERA a8 & whole and I
om not wildly in favor of reducing St/PB's losd st the expense of the
analyst. In eddition:

s, If sourcing is done through textusl stetements, o8 a
partial or complete substitute for source citations, reporis
will tend to become longer snd less readsble. In addition,
the objectiona in 3 below would apply, to e lessey degree
than for complete eliminstion of sourcing. .

b. 1If sourcing is dome in narrstive Pfashiom, in an sppendix,
the objections in 3 below would also apply, but to a lesser degree
then for complete eliminsticn of sowrclng.

3. The comments in 2 sbove beg the question of whether docu~
mentation should be eliminated altogether. I would be againgt doing
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SBIEOT: Documentation of ERA Reports

this for the following reascmsi

25X1C8e

a. Ve are talking hers ebout a freetion of our
production, to wit FR'e and Fii's. Many Ii's are not
now documented, and I believe that documentation is
the sxeception rether then the rule. RR's and M's
represent our basic research, vhich mdds to our
fund of knowviedge, and which serves as suipport for
later research of 2 more estimative nsture. It seenms
t0 me that this kind of research reguires detailed
doounentation to sccompeny the report itself.

be It ia perfectly trus that most readers find
no cceasion avay to check the source references, but
it 45 alsd true that vhen e person wants to 40 so he
wants to 4o so very bedly. For exemple, there have
been many frustrations in this Divisien because ve
4o not know the sources for statsments contained in

I v

co BRven if e readsr doss not need to look wp
a perticular source refersnce, ha can better judge
the depth, nature, end gquality of the researeh il
the sources are sttached to the report., Reference
to & file copy in BY/PC is fmposaidle for sn out-
side reader and aviwvard for au inside resdsr.
Morsover, the documentation attechwd to & published
report beconmas as ruch & part of the record as the
report itself. Hence, long after the resesrch is
complete and the repori published, one cen discover
from the list of socurces the extent of the research
and evaluate the validity and currency of the cone
elusions.

d. Very often a finished report cn a glven
subjeot will contein material related to ancther
field. In thess nol infreguent ceses, the ready
avallebllity of a source reference is z great
convenience to the reader in this other field,

€. More generally, the use of sowrce ref-
erencas is ocne aspect of good scholarship.
Although docunentation would be maintained through
the review stage, s0 that in prineipsl this proposal
would be neutral with respect to the analyst X
FAR OFFICIAL USE ONEY
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SBJECT: Docmmntation of ERA Reports

. wmmmwwormowm
would have an adverse psychological effect on the

anslyst.
25X1A9%9a
Digtribution:
Orig. - 1 CH/E
2 D/M
OER/D/M-vaw/3011 (3 ocr. 1958)
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